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Abstract: During the software development and maintenance process, bug fixers usually refer to bug reports submitted by end -users or
developers/testers to locate and fix a bug. In this sense, the quality of the bug report largely determines whether the bug fixer could
quickly and precisely locate the bug and further fix it. Researchers have done much work on characterizing, modeling, and improving the
quality of bug reports. This paper offers a systematic survey on existing work on bug report quality, with an attempt to understand the
current state of research on this area as well as to open new avenues for future research work. Firstly, we summarized a list of quality
problems of bug reports reported by existing studies, such as the missing of key information and errors in information items. Then, we
presented a series of work on automatically modeling bug report quality. After that, we introduced those ap proaches that aim to improve
bug report quality. Finally, we discussed the challenges and potential opportunities for research on bug report quality.

Key words: software quality assurance; bug localization and fixing; bug report quality; quality modeling and improving
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B R G A B () 5 2 1 5 BURK 1 B I S T 8 e T B 3 1 2R 6 1 AR A2 4 ek 5 T 496, B s 11 4 I
bt 2 3860, e WD E e N 7 30K BB 10 % A P T R AT BB R R 1 4 Gt X S R e B B K A
R A B (R 2 22 TR X R SO AT 9 R U 1) AR AS I )R TR R B A X — ) R AR 22 R T
H 0 H R KA B 35 H A ZH 3T 4R 8 P i [ 38 B 22 45 (Bug Tracking System, fai#Rk BTS)He Ut 82 AR i 40 44 35 H
B 2,

BRPAIE B R G — AT N U EE A R R A R A TR B R 2 S B R G — M B EE B R S
2 B R ST B SR R A, L R T R AL U URR S B BR A R R P B S R GG T AR RS BRI R
5 SR BT 38 B 0 B ) B S B O S AR BB R IR S (S B R B A T DB T R 4 R R D) RE T R B
f10 5 o 41 55 T AS [0 £ 390 I 4 2 L i PR ) e 4 3 B R B T BE RS /), APTEST /A m] ZE LRk * 51 7 k51
2015 4E[1) 70 Z Fh I Y5R35 Ml i e 38 5 2R Gt b i 3 AL I B B B 3 B R 458 Bugzilla AT JIRABugzilla J& —

1 www.mozilla.org

2 https://www.bugzilla.org/

3 http://www.atlassian.com/software/jira

4 http://www.aptest.com/bugtrack.html
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HF R S B B BB A B A JIRA TSR — 3K i P A 3 19 k2 A e 5 o AN, [ (0 PT84 42 AR A DG 2R 21
i, L7 (Y B P40 4% Apache. IBM. Mozilla. NASA. Linux %,
1.2 SifaRE

TEZEMBL Bugzilla A1 JIRA [k FFAIE B R G0 H SR BB LLBR A 4R35 1% 3Bk 12 3% P 7E 32 22 Bk B 4R 25 B
T TS AE S 0 )RR IR . S D PR AR X S BT DA B AR RN DT AR L IR A S B e L AT
EMFEE E 1R T 4 Bugzilla i) Eclipse T H 7 — A~ S0 B {15k (4R 15 (BugID Dy 13587) [ BLiZ iRk &5 /2 —
AR IS BB AMEEFE— L g WAL IME B 4 B 1024 51 6k G BT AR BIR 45 (Status) . BT @ 7= b R Ze 1
(Product F1 Component). 4t 4% 2% F1 /™ 5 2 FE (Importance 5 Bt I 0 AN B 7)< ] 55 % BB 1)\ (Reported) 4%,
I ALFE— Lo AR G5 R AT R SCAE R an R 11 ) RN R (Summary) 7] 3V 41 4 ik (Description) A1l 4% 1%
BRI (1111 18 (Comments).

Bug 13587 - Marks on overview ruler should change cursor on mouse over

Status: VERIFIED FIXED Reported: 2002-04-11 21:42 EDT by Scott Rutledge
Modified: 2002-05-15 18:13 EDT (History)
Alias: None CC List: 0 users

Product: DT
Component: UI (show other bugs) See Also:
Version: 2 90 (&

Hardware: Other other

Importance: P2 enhancement (vote)
Target Milestone: 2 o Mg &
Assignee: Kai-Uwe Maetzel

Scott Rutledge 2002-04-11 21:42:24 EDT

The tick marks on the error overview ruler should change the mouse cursor to a hand
(or something

similar) when the mouse moves over them, to indicate that they're interactive (and
to stop me from

having to click over and over because I'm not quite on top of it but can't tell
until I do click).

Erich Gamma 2002-04-12 04:10:12 EDT

agreed, that there should be feedback. We are also looking into providing roll-
over feedback instead of changing the cursor.

Scott Rutledge 2002-04-12 12:54:42 EDT Comment 2

Changing to cursor to a hand would make the it consistant with the Compare ruler.

& 1 Eclipse # Bug ID 2y 13587 [k BE4k & B

1.3 BREEIRERE

N S S S B 7 o PR B R R AR 28 P IO SRR I TR 27 i P A IR B A VR AT AT
PR E AT R (B R 2R Gt T B S SR B 4 o AR 1T, 3 P AS (R el (R P O e s KN B (55 s, D
A58 Ml P I 5 K 41 757 S I T i e 8 COT) A AT 20 50 A A R [, N 2 R A B 1 A (5 T
PE7 i AL 5 2 58 LT T B B A 3 TV A ) T R o T R ) 7 ot LA ) R R R OB B R G R B Ty BE T T
{19 J53 PR A (U B0 A B0 045 2 A FE AN R 48 L 58), 3 BUM 7 BN S i BRFB 3R 5 B 2 2 AN 5%, Xia SENEBLR
2 8096 1) 5 B3 41 5 17 75 A5 I8 4% I J 30 ok e A 8 £ 3o 52 o A 79 D2 1 5 40 P L 41, Thomas 25 AR BT R #
SO EEARAT (R BB 15 2 2% H AT P S 03K 0 R 15 IS 2 B AF AR AN UG I ) ) R, S S5O 3 A A BB B 1R A PR
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A BRI TSR, M8 Z R G B ERIR T TT. 08 T SHANX — 2 1 AW FT 2l X 28 AR AT R ST 2
A L, — 777 THD e 5 Bl D T G 8 1 5 R A A R A B A ) R Lt e, S A, e B R L LA A T
T 1 PR i LR Bk e, Ao Sk R IE 7 T 48 3 U

2 NHkEE

2.1 XERESHIE

A A2 BRI U T A R R B R A S5 A A A D A O SR
(1) RREME: AT XEFEIR S FREAT R AT 4 T R 45 ISR T 5 Chent U0 Tul?0M4%: T 4E 4 A (1)
6 2% 0% Bl & 45 4 DBLP Computer Science Bibliography ° i fdi Fl &g ial HE 47 18 2% B8 J5 A WA B 48 R
4l SR 5 AF G SCHR, 53¢ 5 BRISE AH 9C SCHR 1 2 25 SCHR 8 20l ) A AH 56 A,
(2) MRREE: BT AZRFAEBASBBEIRS HE, LA ERE DBLP il T 55 58 “bug
report quality”,“defect report quality”,“test report quality” (148 2% 45 H, & P IX L 7] H Ae A & AR /N8 45
S HER N T YK SR % VG L IR AT “bug report”, “defect report”, “issue report”, “failure
report”, “test report”, “problem report”,“defect record”{F Ayt & M 2 < 1A /£ DBLP LTI &.
(3) SCHREERK: TEfHFH (2) o O0 B kAT 48 R 43 M G UMk A 42 5, FRAT T 0) 2 Hh 453 8 SCHR R AT A T
1 MR ARG 0 70 32 B SCHR . AE A TR B A FRATT IR Sy AR 87 Eh P 42 58 1R s B 4 45 A7 12 19 5 2 1)
AR5 R SO R S T AR BN RS SN R R R IR AR B &
ASARTRD, T 3 G R T 5 A8 ek B 5 R VR AT SCHR S B AN BT 428 1) i)l AR S 3 BE O B T R 4E A
HAE bR AL FR R R AR T A EAL . BRI TR S (BUERD A BRRE R 5T ] LA
BB st SO ) A T 98 IR Ttk g, Dy A SR T 9 SR AR ) ST B VP b o Tk — 2D b, AN S
A R AR PR B R 1, U AR PR R R TR SR T S AN AN A S I R S L
(4) SCERAMR: i (3) W AT H A5 B HE 56 Sk G, FRATTE — 2D 4G 75 BT 15 58 SCHR 19 255 SR &
DA Bl — U SC I SR A8 35 B A AF O SCR. R 48 IR 120 55 SCHRA T A SC I FE 4o i VR T Sk )
1] ¥ W.https://github.com/SurfGitHub/BRQuality JOS/blob/main/paperList_BRQuality.pdf.
2.2 FSE3CEKEICR
I 3 SR G 2R R 7T Ao 2 SRR 121 F STHR A AR STWE 72, SCRR R R I 8] 0 2005-2020 4 AE3X 121 ik
SCHL BB SC 79 R T 42 R A 10 G EE SR /AT ERIE R 1 B AE AR TR ) AR 19 R R BN T =
AT AR R 592 5 1 S BN R B R 1 0 s g AT et B 2 4R AR R OR T R PR R R S SO B Ay

5 https://dblp.uni-trier.de
6 =AM ZR SRR FTAS 2R I SCER B A AR 14,2,7.

7 HEBR U AR BRBA R A SR 9T 32 B T A0 R % R (1) AR ST RUOGTE BRI IR 5 AR 5 R ) R AR R T IR — 10 R I T AR B AR
R — 0 A — e RRE. (20 TH SN ATIRA 2 — A KB & 1 .48 SCHk[20081CSM]Duplicate bug reports considered
harmful -« really?x F¥ & 2 1 6] 4 8 25 A I, R K 22 BT K8 S B TU AR R FAR 2 AEAR A0 22 fi— AN 7™ 5t 9 5 2 i) A A s, 7
R T AR B R A A R AR AL AT 1) S I A5 S5 B B PR G R B 2 T R S A T — S T A T AR R R 7 A R
o AR B AR o BT BT 25 M 8 A (ln (20 AF[2008ICSMIFIA ST BT 51 [18]141 T4 . (3) H AT TUARBFER S Wi 58 TAE
R% (N, #E DBLP b Afi I 5438 “duplicate report” 34 Z& Fr 8 AH 8 SCHON 67) & FF 57116 SO0 L B RFF 5% .
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2008(1), 2015(2), [6, 13, 16,
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[9, 12, 29,
SANER (CSMR, WCRE) 6 2011 (1), 2012 (1), 2013 (2), 2014 (1), 2018 (1) 68, 81, 127]
ESEM 4 2011 (2), 2014 (1), 2016 (1) [8, 22, 23, 38]
ICPC 2 2015 (1), 2017 (1) [58, 60]
ICSME (ICSM) 3 2008 (1), 2013 (1), 2017(1) [76, 84, 93]
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CSCW 1 2010 (1) [42]
EASE 2 2016 (2) [24, 25]
MSR 3 2008(1), 2009(1), 2012 (1) [32, 45, 53]
QRS 1 2016 (1) [44]
ICST 1 2016 (1) [55]
ACML 1 2019 (1) [63]
APSEC 1 2012 (1) [86]
COMPSEC 1 2014 (1) [129]
SEKE 1 2011 (1) [100]
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TOSEM 1 2011 (1) [62]
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T8 Tl FR8 A2 HF IR AL X, BT T 70 160 — ATk B 4T o 3 R i s R A O BB R o (T PR B s i D BT
RAEA Pl B ) SR A AR T R ) A — o 3R, b OfE B A B 2k DL R @fF BT R R AT k4
71 P4 3 Bl 3 1) d s (M ) Y ) LR O AR AE BTS2 A R R RS AR — B 1 R FR
P, bR 5 i 0] AR AR B FRATT 1 A A 7 b A A T A o R A 7 2 Ak S R A I 3 3B 1 R B R B ) R 4R
R NIE i

3.3 BERERIFHAEKEEREE

ST 3.2 5 UL A 25 R o 4 75 A7 1) o 8 1) LD 17 0 Sl B A1 757 o 8 [P A — A 8 0 4 0T 4 T
Hb TR AR A SRR B B RO AE R S BARE B H B IR 3R 3 JRoR T & ST T i B R 1]
A EAER&H.

Zimmermann % ANV T K 5@ Ao B ST kI 4% HOR DB IR WA AT . HERRAS B
DB )R A L AR RS AR, B T R B SR LI B AT O, i i R AR R R 2 H e 4t
FEAEAR JCH R AEHERRAZ B WG ARD B 77 AR AR R G LA % B BT R B I 1
5 S I PR 90 A 5% AR RO U BB 4T 2 %% Garousi 25 N P7E — 5% 1 1 [ By 5 6 R sk
(A EI T Zimmermann 25 N1 SEIG 1 RIS SR AL S BUD R RS AT AR IE A 2 ™ o (1)
JUA 0 5, A5 AP e .

Breu 2 NP3t 43 Hr B HLIECK [ Eclipse A1 Mozilla ) 600 ANk 1 75 1 4 v F 4 2 A4 1) i ] 2,
(7 o L a2 52 T R 4 A O 945 8 B T S 0 — S PR A B AR R O AR K ) L R oy T A 0 R T R R
PR S E IR AN — S (EBPR. @S, BIERS. WA R, 7 s s B
Jer— e g AT S UL AN R B R 5 A R R IR BB R A ALAE CRD BRI RS rh 4L 2k HE R

Laukkanen %5 A2y A TR TE R ALGUG 147 NR AU A, /00T T 18 M 5% B A A VE AR TE Y
W ELAE S KL 50% K &S 5 ERBIMNAT N ZILH, AmA. MAKE. #EES. 77nE
B BB S A AR A D R B SRR Y ) R

T3 A STHR S NS L PR A 6 Jo 1)l 1 B AR AS B AR H
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.\ FEERAEREB%E

Zimmermann 2 AP'92008)  HEMAE B BRRAGI. AR WIAIEAT AL BRI PR BRE RS HIUB K

Breu % A2Y(2009) HULHR MES. BERS. WAL, w6, BEmT. 88, 4005

Laukkanen %5 AP3(2011)  WNAT . EIULIR. WAL RARE. HRER. PRER. BIESERS

Wang 2 A (2011) AR AR . SR . RIS IR, PrEeEe, B R, BT
Xia 25 \*(2014) FRdh M. TR, RS, BAERS. A

Davies % A#*1(2014) MRWAT . BIPT. ARG S D 6155

Garousi 25 A?4(2016) SHB . WA N
Yusop £ A*1(2016) W AAR A AR SRR UL IR ) A A

Soltani 4 A\"(2020) AR BEOUPER. WKAG . HRGER . BEEL HPNE

Soltani % A\ M3 3o 35 1 AS R 45U 10 O % 45 3 7 — 2ot i 3 2 56 BN 45 246 HLARE AT GitHub
AT IUE WG ARAT I E BT R RO A, LA UIE VIR I 4518 AR R R R R . E I B e
WA RGBT RE RN SR EE, RIS, MRER. BEEN. AP NSRS N
A 03 M e AR @ % GitHub | 835,381 /MR IR £ HEAT 4347 A AT R BRI 70% 0 4 25 # AL 71X L AF
A,

Davies 25 ANZ1&#5 7 PU/NJFUE I H (Eclipse. Apache HTTP. Firefox. Facebook API) [f] 1600 /i
51 PR3 23 W B B AR 5 1 3R B )RR AR ATT 2 M T Zimmermann 25 A\ B B 1 10 A 3 B (K HE 4R, AL LI AT
N BEUSE. RS RS EE R R WINAT AR A AT AR — 2 R E IR R B CR 2 MR s
WEAE IANEEFKE) BT RE N VAET BN 4 B RS S R0 5 AR > e R 25

Xia 2 NPt 4 TP E  (OpenOffice,NetBeans,Eclipse #11 Mozilla) ) 190,558 MR & k4T 43 47,
Gt T 8 ME B B E SRR LR A mEREE. A% BIERR. RA. BEHEARE,
PUAN IR H B 8 4% H 1 S5 IR B A & b2 51 9.76%~31.40%. 14.13%~64.04% . 0%~9.19%- 10.50%~16.34% -
4.55%~12.34%. 6.04%~12.34%. 51.04%~74.73%. 8.14%~26.54%

Wang %5 Al 3T 43 B Qone B 14 A & B, BB 3L 359 AN 53 #R 3 42 1ok T 20 A BB 1 75 , 3 TR R A BBk
Rl 5 i oA 26960 [ B B3t 820 (g 13k A 53 5 A HI 5 58 Jeb R AN 08 77 4 11 B B R A | L b R AR 1 B
W A 23%. AE BT AT 7 AME B4 B b B R BB 1D 1 BRVE N R RO R R . AR IS AT IR
FERAF 0 AL U

Yusop 25 A SVK BILA 7 A AT P P R B A 55 v Wb BRI AT R S 45 R A 3R DA R AR 1Y
5 S AL R R R JR I SRR UL SRR R e A, L R o A A S R L ) ) D IR A4S
RIS AR N
3.4 NG

MERAT I A 7 3 1) i R R, 24 BTk B R oy T A A 10 5 2 ) B 15 2 2% I i R A R 2 W R B D
Bea 2 52385 1 1 SRk B I i P BN O B 22 () 45 JE 2% L B s A o8 38 SR BE 78 0 BRCHE R B 4315 2 I RS 2 ID A7 A K
FR e X e FE S Ak H OGS OB IR HEARE L W I B AT A
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4 BRIEMEREENUEE

KT R FAAR 2 R 00 A 300 BB, 2w AR P R 3 R ] A g K S, — 2R B I e R B R 45 A
RIS PRI CNHERR R BE S IR H LIS W h AR 2 sl B R(E. %E%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁg<uéx
JEREMA RN BN RESH (hF. . 2 BEEHET S CRERARRIS SR, EB SR EBLF)
T3 — 2838 5 T A FR AR R R — AN B BR IR S R R (5 R X SR AR T E ORI B AR IR AR,
AR AN GRS B H B E VIR R, A SERIEIE 14 B 4575 2052 0] B AT Be . G T i & 14 8]
FERE B — 43, FRAT R BT AR 84 2 B o A B A b 5 BRI RS 5 R I AR TE — R 1 Sk, A R A B R
B I B A TR B AR AR B TAE AN AT B SCRE R . 3% 4 MR JROR T R 5 = B 5 T, Bl Hadk 47
AARNEINT.

e T Y N SR KL AR R EP S AN

WARE  WERE  REREBRAR e 1 P AT fRRER BE W
FIRHORE R . AR, AR E
gy AT ARSI AR AE A L RGN T ] [6,10,12,26,27,
w3 SR K VRS, Git 28,29,30,31]
A R A 2 R U
S M e y
o S R R LDA [32]
SCARBT BT . AL e
HEER O WEEEHE RS s P RV A b A 5 A %ﬁgﬁ;ﬁ* [33.34]
Ik X R A 1) 47 78 175 1 HACERR
A ERIE
S T SRR B A 5 1 I AT HIEEAT [13]
Y T “ - BAEWAT
R BN
. K S I
Wit R A PRI P R LSA [35]
' S . SR e
SERAL A, RIFRR R s (L] [36,37]
R R GRI .
M ORI TR, AR iﬁﬂ%@f 136.39.40
f48 % RSN T 1 IET T S 39,

41 EEREESE

Sof it B 0 5 00 o R B A LA A 4 R R A SR G (VR AT 4T 3 D IS, — 2R o B BB R 4 I R AT
B E, 5 — R R R N B E B H i E I R T R .

BAGRBEREWREER: HOUE ST S 0 BRSBTS ) R S
Wﬁ*Aﬁ%ﬁEﬁﬁ%%ﬁi%%ﬁﬁﬁg%ﬁ%fﬁmm4%Iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁ?k LR R AR

UHH i 43 AT (Latent Dirichlet Allocation, fiiFR LDA)D S5 38 i 73 # R Bea i 25 1Y SO P 25 K BE i HL o i
m%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ#%%mﬁum%%zﬁ}%ﬁgﬁgﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁn%&Eﬁkﬁ%Mﬂ%ﬁ%mm
& 07 TR, BLAE SCAR N BRI . 454k 2% B S BAIE . RS & R0 S SRS 1 A R I HLAR 7 2] i =2
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FEm &ML (Support Vector Machine,f&iifk SVMD. #h2 DU Hi(Nawe Bayes, fRiF% NB)SE 47 155 54 I 250 Tl
XFTAEFH LDA HARBEAT 5 & VTG I 72, ) 2 BEARYR R 5 SCA A 25 = ALK P9 S8 R EAT I B iR

Zimmermann 25 AJFR T i T H CUEZILLA R4l —AMBBE IR 25 i it 51010032 T B oy — A ME ML
BT ((EZ XL T BFESC R AL 2R PE a2 2 ApLas 2 STBAD) | F ) SR Bl RRAF 1) ik Y 3= 2
ETopmieEa a2l RENEEEE CEXR NS HERID A7 2S5 RNEER

-+, 2=y 1oy 0 (D S HEL HERREE . AT AR ARG e R A SO AR AT R O ] e
PR tH R B AR S B PR 4y (1-5 43, 70 B0t s R R S GRS 2RI SOLPRr B B  (nZE

— M. D AEHIFR G FRCH 289 AN EIEIR Y (G B Eclipse. Apache. Mozilla) 34 EIliR,CUEZILLA
REIA E 0.44 PIHERIZR (HITRINSE A KB IRFR—F0 .

Aversano % \POVEE 2 Hr T R BE IR 55 2 10 75 26 040 5 R B (R S, 9T 45 A Zimmermann S8 A TR
FAR AN HERRAS S0P R S AEAE . D HEIA SRV | ) R SOAR AT R M S ARRAE I AL AR 2 I B (T 11
AV EBD ST T R BRI T I B SRS SR S GO AR ZE B AR I 5 MEZLAE 150 Mk E
FHRE A PrimeFaces GRS M B EUE 4 B CRASERPEIRS LA BFAR AN BFIFR#E 3 D AT
PG  HPHR A IRREIA R 0.77 £ 4 BRI (Precision) .

Bhattacharya % A\ POUR 4 Y 1) BB GR SO AS IO K CRial B0 BB IR W7 . RIS R

CEABRRRAS S il R B EA I H NS5 FR bR >R B &= TR (R 6k AR &5 B &, 9 B mU B T 2241 (security) &k
Fea R 25 A A 22 4 14 (non-security) Bl FEFR 55 (15T & . AF 2 DA S B B9 £ A SR A S L AR 45 o Ll o,
2B T R R T

Chen % N42 7 —% H Zh4k B 8 At R 35 B AOAE 4L TERQAFIMLIZHE 42 W DU A 75 T >R %1 il 4 4 ik
BG4S (morphological). HVCHE: C(lexical)s 43#tE Canalytical) FIAHIGH: Crelational) F848.JE 45 2E 4845
AL HE IR 2 [ AR SCAR T KN GRIAJSEECE D SCARTTEEME . AR S RF5 108 5 1] VP 38 A 5 1 B A 17
AR 18 T IR R E S 0 AT MR AR LRGSR . AT AR SR IR AN B 1 0 2R AR R A O R SR T R AR
ALFEFIRMAS . BAE P05 R R 1 32 it 155 0 7E SR B B 5 /> SR A 1R 35 3 Se F b 10 BUE )5 3 T B 20 70 ek 4500
B HE T 07 e 3 B B IR P AN BB I R — AN AR 2> 60% 1R AR E A <, Z AR 5 A
FLA v o B A L R SO0 R R 3 0 T 3 [ 0 3 28 R I — AN A A T AR A R e A A
AT 5 AT FIH 1 936 AR & BT WA CRENNRIRE B 3 NMFRE AT e “4r”. “W7 1
290 I R BT IAHESL RIS B 0.85 £ 4 KIREHRE (precision). 0.76 £ 4 H A [H 2 (recall) 1 0.80 £ 4
F {8 (F-measure) .

Linstead 25 A4 Hi 48 I SR EE IR 5 10 A 25 P9 58 1 (coherence) ST i i R 14 1 o 32, BL ik 1E 2 45—
AMBRBEIR S A — AN SRS, LDA 32 A B 56 B [ R 5 SR 4R E AR 1S BB AN BB IR 45 10— R 0 32 8 A L
AT, ARG TH R e 3 B S SR A S B RA R YA I Y R R SR R v 3R B AR T R A
Lt 7 5 Bt R A R VR A I AR 2 R @ AN 10 AN R SR CFTIRITIE TS ISR
14 3 S 4t ke VP 5 L VR A S

T6 Rk B A 55 E T PR R o AT 03 B s o, SRR N 7 4 R e A AR R fa
R348 55 15 AT A 280R T R PR R B 5 R 43 B b, Zanetti 25 N P28 1o R 4 75 3 O 58 LIS B M B R 2 2 )
2 A AL MG B (PO ) M SYM BRI TN & 1 Rk 7E 4 AN TR (B35 Eclipse.
NetBeans. Firefox. Thunderbird) ) 700,000 £/~ 8kFafk & b AR RFE A Rk a4k & _EERIXF) 0.903 K &

(Precision) #10.389 fJ A [H1 % (Recall) .
Fan 25 NP7I7E Zanetti 25 N PR IR 25 2 4k 58 046 8 P 0tk B BN T T S0t = R0 0 RIS B 4 5
CHT R BRI 5 BRI ORI B . M 2B (MERER . IS BAMA TEMa 8. WEar sttt

SCARA R AR RV AT AR AT A A AN 2R DU B v TN SRS RS R BT ) 33 ANRRAE, LA
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WL AR PR A 2 S A TR — AN SR B AR 15 2 B 280,78 5 AN IR B (45 Eclipse. NetBeans. Mozilla. Firefox.
Thunderbird) ] 560,697 ™k [k 15 b 84 (1) AUC R 20/ 76 2385 1) FL A 43 7] 9 0.81,0.74/0.67.

55 Fan 25 NP7 Zanetti 25 N 2OV ] £ i b1 2% 2 STAR TR 5], He 25 N BU4R A P 3% 132 25 ST 10 75 325 R 340 e
FE R 25 (R RO A S8 0 A R 5 P v SR S R e 8 SR S AR A T ] ik N ASE R R AT 5 SRR AIE 1 ek B, B 5 13 P
5 R 22 I 28 3047 2 ) TR, I 33k — 35 X Ge 35 Bh R R Al i R B A BN BL oy 3EAT T /0 5900 7E 5 AN JHIRER A

({5 Eclipse. NetBeans. Mozilla. Firefox. Thunderbird) [¥) 540,491 ELRGEIR 5 B A AUC A 20/

Ry FLAE Sy 304 0.85,0.80/0.69.

BAEEEAENREER: MMMy BAE B4 B R EITE RN TR 4 4,50 B2 X i e 40 i
& (Description). ¥Fit (Comments) FN I BRFEAT i & B &, B A0 3L [F] 202X &-2% B Bt BT B B S04
15 BT B 4 BT X YA A B SR P B R % 28 A0 5 e A ) N A I LR i

(1) BEPEGRHEIR . Schugerl 25 A\ B3I 7 DU A2 P8 Rt I 169 445 s R o B o6 A1 75 14 11 A0 4 47 3R 4%

B 47 5 B vE Al DY AN 4E Dy Al R Creproducibility, % Bt b B B0 5 B Ek bR SO RIS L w] o 44
Cobservability, % BT WL 2 (1) 47 A B HE R G AR B D Wl M Ccertainty, 35 5 25 5o BT 41 1) 0 f) 7 AR R o2 FR D
R A (focus, LA B 8 (AN348) HISCARERD) A+ MERETEEIUE R LT3, M2 e . RS
FEFEE. Bid. PPEHRE T b I Gk 3 00 m i 2L SR 0 n) 258 40 1R SCA ) B T =
B OIE A ZREH 1T 5 MER AEZMMH T ArgoUML 1) 163 MFEiRE (i iz 5 ArgoUML I H 1) 9
AL LR AR RS BT R B VRN VA L B HOR R E — (off-by-one, i “ AR 477
BETRM Ay “ 7> [ 22 Vo B 00 T, 0 A4 vi 4 3 e S 31 0.86.

Bettenburg 25 A PR R 1 R T H quzZilla SR UF A B B TR 25 ) R0E I 5 F0 53 e, 70 VR A B A AT 3 B R
TR IR SCAR R CAnBZE R AT B R KRS SR A CE NS L (40 reproduce. screenshot 55 ).
RAD 7~ 5] A TE 5 75 S REAE, X A D FR FR AT 9T 43 ¢ 5 49 31 o) R R SCAR I B 55 4 B IR B4R 2 5 A
4% ,#E 100 A~ Eclipse kAR 5 M4 B B & B AT I (RANEREBIR S 12 5 045 T R B A7V 00 1
FEHESEFRESH) quzilla Bk F] 0.42 1 E.

(2) PEW.Dit 25 NP B IR b PF 5 BN S B B A R BN BISE B A 5 R TP |
PR SRR )PP 18 SC AR S e L P S PR AT B AR 1 R T R VR I P SR S 1 e P VB RS ST (Latent
Semantic Analysis, AR LSA) FLi% T 57 H AR A8 I B AN T8 2 18] A9 A2 32 ARBLE SR S5 0 3 4 4 3% AR BB SR T35 1
SR o 2% P B R R AR VPR I P TR M ST AR R, P TR R T R R AR AR R B TR VRS T R
I 1EE e BEALBE T it B 43 21 Eclipse W1 4% 5 A~ P T 8 i AR AR K R B 3R 5 Lk — N 250 1 TH S
L AE (fFF Eclipse 4ifE 5 4E. Bugzillal 4F) &H W R MHE 510 B S — 20, 330 17 7k m
B k.

(3) EIH B 18 55 W5 JRxt 5 LB ) 5 2245 i, Chaparro 25 AMIEF R T EULER T H K H 314 #r
GZRENHPYE GUI 28 15N E IS BRI R B S BB ] B IR B AR RATIE . SRk
%) EULER T H B BITH . S5 BAAT R Bl AR FH R 2R A0 2 0P DU AR Rk % T R 20
BRI R4 v HQ Chigh quality, B35 38 52 45 App 9232 HULHD) . LQ-AS (low-quality-ambiguous step,
HUER 5L 4 GUI A8 22 EILED) . LQ-VM (low-quality-vocabulary mismatch, & Bl25 3 5 {Ef App &8
HHAVULES ) MS (missing step, X 5 Bk i 00 Z D IR R IR RS D) B3 R BLTERE MR IE B 1 24 A5
Fathts CRE 6 s B (188 AN DR A, 73% 111 52 I 25 BRI i B 55 40 A 25 147 e TR HE
42 HEREEES

DU 10 26 T BB iR 45 o 2 1) 2 P o 1) T A1 450 T 170 S0 o iR 45 0 B o o A G SC R AT AR BE 2N
G 3 AP e PR 5 A BRAR A /45 SR AN AE AN 1] ) T R R T2 S R B AR 4 1 L A R I R R D v AR
FEFHLER 2 IR R T 2 B AR A B A (340 52 5 10 AR 2 SR BT 5 B B T RRE LR SRR R s B B i — 2
FRAE CANAR 2 SCAS AT P AT SE B ) L SR B AR 2 & 7 B TSR I BE R R I — SUARAE (A 180 55
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ACBRARA 185 S+ FE T AR PR A I8 L5 = I BB R 4 5 RS B b LK — {1, Hooimeijer % A
T T — N A A R S A BRARAN R = (% B AR R B d Ji5 G PR AT JE I ()2 B & i JEANBIED SR =
J57 o 3O 1 S A8 TR g A (] AR TR AR TR A6l PR FD R A 3 BB AR 5 P AR . WTEEME . H dR CEDBRFEIR S
FEACHIG 24 /NBF N FRAS BRI H0D . SRIGIR S B B2 45 e i) a] oy ™ SR A 0 S U . PR i 4 B A
PRE AR R I P B AR ™ B B AR SRS R (— KD AT n %) U O B B AR T B 1 e A K
I, £ 27,984 /> Mozilla BIHRRE R b 525 R 30, AN 8] 4 22 AAT BB 2 F 300 K 1 B 72 0.60 e F {EA
0.72-0.76.

5 Hooimeijer 25 AP T/E510, Gromova 25 AN B3R 55 1 il AU IR SCA R B8 22 4 B PR o
WidE Crejected) oA HH A 7] 4K 2 5 5386 T bk, A AT B2 HH S5 00 60 B 41 45 RO A T 6 (AR BN & w18
SRR AL E AR B QA TR VR A Bl b 10 75 10 5 B BT FoUMIASE 78 LA il R 3R S A o N L o i i
AR RS A TF-IDF 3978 s EAT DAL ER 7R a8 ik 45 A P AR ALE 14 438 0 A ST 487 24 Adb P50 SR 38 AT ST 4 [ AL
3 E M AR AE 5,242 4> IBOSS F ik b 4 75 £ 46 L, TR0 #E A 2 /£ 0.68-0.86,F {# 74 0.71-0.88.

8o~ B 5L 1A BB W BB A IX — 2 A SR B OB AR P A AL TN AT AR A (R B R A (R R D
R I R, SR, BEEEN B N R EIRRE (FREREME) AT IR E K E S Rk
5 A U E B R, — e SN U N 2 2 S AR s T I IR B R 1) AR D T i R T R
EAREWang 25 ANFEH T — R 3R T R0 4 07 iR B A Sk R R A 48 T K-means T i3k R 2T
B AT OR, RIS H L WRE R ZAHE FREIT ) HE — MRS T H S H
AL AT C A5, 2 F A 2R — > 43 288 SR T 122 0 34 75 2 T 48R 7 B SRR B i (1 R0&,0 N5
i I BEEE G U7 T R e A SR B AR E LA T R AR & 8 35 AN HE ) 15,095 ANl
e AT B VEAY, < LTINS B B BeGA B 0.89, 4 IR BRI ] 0.97.

Feng %5 A3 3 o a4 45 R AT A8 2 G HE 7 DT A4 5 2t B v B T A 48 7 A S5 BFA 10 0 6 i AR 25 R [ 2
TFRN GBIV ABATR T — R4 G B AR (0 2 H AR AL HE S 503%, B3 H] SPM (Spatial Pyramid Matching) $%
A A (8] AR 8 A BB S EEROR (BFE A TR bR . GBI AR X ) SR A SO AR AT
M HAE A Jaccard FH B8 AT 8 SCAR IR R A B 5 S X K P PR UL AT R S 15 B CFAT PR B (balanced
distance) M\ 58 o B A MR &5 i HE 5 AE 3 JLE A T 5 AN Tk I H 9 600 £ ANtk 5 F1 2500 £ 5k K
BEAT I, VEAL Fe A5 R F 7 APFD( Average Percentage of Faults Detected )l Linear Interpolation(average number
of inspected test reports) 1 & AL T & 7 BLAR 1) B2 A H & B8 $E - IR 5 HE P Rt

P4k, Fengt Ol A\ B4R HL T PR HE T S 5 — Rl SE I Crisk) SR M, BTAR B 15 75 r (10 9 B 3] SR U0 £ T
REH8 7 00 R0 PR 75 o FL 3R BT 45 T 3 BEAT o 20 55 M g 2 2 AE I (diversity) SRBE, BRI GE AL
LB A 3 A I AR 15 ¥ B R A K ) AR T AT A AR S R P SRS R AT 2E A LAk B[R] B 1] 2 A 1 o L4
AN R AT R H W AFEEH T AR AR R AR 757 AR S 3 AT S50, VT AL FE AR [F AR
{£H 7 APFD #1 Linear Interpolation, /2 &K I H Frig 77 e F e i H b JLT-6e3/15 2 LA fERr A 3%
5T HG TG 7 BURE M HE 7 AR 5 245 SR AR 4

43 INEF

IR B R o R R, B I TR AT AR I (1D A B i o L R o ) L )
JEBE, K 22 M A A0 g 12 1 LA 48t 1l 73 S 1 L A5 P A% 8 (R ML 45 22 21 SR I SCff e L AR SR Ui, [
% 20 28 g A N A R AR 1 i A\ R T B A B T JRUARAE U2 2% P9 Pl BT S G AR AR 4 B AR H
FEREME. IMEFRW R B HSCRRE G RYER AT ) (20 FEERMERE BARME B A BB, AT
BT b, B PR S A SO SR B (IR VA ) I BUR 70Hr B; (3) FE X SR I i o B A5 2 2%
H o B B EOR BEAT VAL I, O TARAEVRAL U PRAS TR bR A0 8 S 2t 55007 S B A7 AR R 2 5 X AE —
ERE L L PR T FRATHE ST — IR PPAG HEZE PU T 2 BOR 1 BOR BEAT B3 CLBO 3 — 2P R A 2 #r
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5 ERFEIRERENHE

3 3 X A 9K SCRREEAT RN 3T, BRATT AL 224 T A4 Sk o e o o B MG E T E AR AR = AT, B (D
XTELA BRI AR T R e BLR BEAT 25, (20 B Bl Bk B R B SR BUA BRI, (3D E B T sk IR
T RARAE B B HET P B B 2 5 MEZLR IR AR SGSTHR, TR TN X L AR HEAT VR 4.

5.1 HRBEIRE RG/ALEIE

B A AT I B B T I TS R B B I R 0 R WS R A B R o 4R T TX 4 R G B T LA T RE B
V5 O AS S AE — 58 R BE S0 T (B 4 o5 1 AR IR, A e g N SR 7 1494247 3T L St e e A 4 2R G L
i HEAT itk 5t 77 1) T R Dy = A 7 T

(1) BEARH PR AR S B S, X RBLAE SO B T 30 Clindy P 3R 63 B Shiie s i il
HERH G RBEEBAEERHE BRI R Cndiss SRR i & 400 . BRiE R A2 A T 2240
DIPSENEPAY-E N

(2) IR 1) S G s B i P Bt I B 0t ok i i

(3) FINBRESIBHLA. H5T7A 00 ) 8RB I 1 2 Ao g Jo S ot N A 45 B

5.1.1 FERA M IR AHE B KA

Mg BT R, Zimmermann 25 ATV 50 B 38 157 2 4080 5% 7 3R T P i A AR AL B I 45 2 A S e
T SRR PR 485 e 0 5 K — AR DG IO MEARAZ 2 1 SR B R A N B4R 55 . R 5R B A AT 15 R Ko 25 A1
5 ANFFEIE I 20 34N S BE R 2 10 10 73N ZE Al R N B0 SRR MAE S E A (R, Bl S A R K
BEAO M T NATTIE A e 6 38 A I I A 2 R TR R i T ) N S O R AL T A S AR AT
9~ LB T T 5 R I P AN R R 1a)  E BA BAT TR SCL T THT ;95 % 1) 44 1] JE T B [ B AR S AT AL R R s A
R A5 BE P B T R R I A 3 A L D T 5 A A 1D R B R o AR SR 3T A P A AR A 1) A
5%, QK o N TR AR A3 ST AR 1) AT T SCEE LR 4, B 4 AT B — LR D ) 46 3%k 1A 1k FH P i R Jusst
2 N\MISE T 78 Apache. Eclipse. Mozilla Tl H 1) 1) & P8 BF T & 35 16 48 52 BB I BT 75 45 18038 L 1K) 8 AL ) 2 11
WG48 o — B RIB ER R A RS TE B 7 B3R AI R 5 0B B B (R BB R 1 %)

RIS, Sasso 2 AR R % 58 SC—AN 55 /I R B I 5 5 1A 2 ik ol 12 35 T B R £ 25 4 35 2 1 Sl 2
KA, [R] i) SR e L ER A AE A 0 7 45 B AR 8 1ok B Apache (fH JIRAD il Mozilla (ff A Bugzilla)
) 65 JiANER TR 2, o0 T IX LR BT (5 5 4% B X RAE Z R T s m L p iR S . BHIRIRIE R B A
FFAR# . AR . W R R R . R A F AR I 1A (duedate) 5 M B K 1 35 AN 78 40 42 it X g
% H .Herraiz % NS Eclipse AR EA TR 75 ABAR BSR40 75 2 SR 0045 B 4% H K 2245 S8 4% H (10348 T 0k LA IX 47,
SEUCER AR I A R R 0 SR o R AR DAYRZD FH P TE B A2 B 4 A B B IR 2 A SO /B DL Eclipse B [E
et () 7 EE R B AR S &k H OB B o i BRI B S R A FE SR EANMA R AR ER B R
WA T ANE BA

BRI i) B2 . Just 25 N B43E tH— AN BOPE A AS 1R  B SR AP AR A AN AR [ A 2006 0 R R 3 7 2 T A e
iR H & BIAFEE T 2= 3R A MERRAS B 55, T8 7T A R 2 & & B 00 DL I B AT A R AR 38 8 e A
(70 £ 590 0 0 5 5, e 4 30 7 2R 96 7 R AL S [ f e g 40 5 45 ST Niichols 2 A I047IR yusop 2 A5 H 1 4E 1
BRIGIEEE RS Bugzilla #3E Z AH & AT Ee 0] B 0 R 5 4 B UK 22, 6 48 58 w4 o) 380 P
T HAKUF AFE N BB B BR 5 GEAE SCRE R A P R i 55 5 T R S 2 M SR U SRR P S B IR
122 28R PR 10 4 7, 3R B 22 36 T T 8080 1 T AR BB 4G 9 Breu: 25 N\ V2L BILIT 2% 8 A0 0 P 78 B b (0 AR [R) A
JE BAOIAE JE 0 75 SR A AN A [R) R 38 7E BT A A DGV i SE P 7E (S Bk RE B4 5 OB A EEY
M AR RS BRI B R Su e TR A 1) 5 2R SR AR L HEARE BRI RS (E B — LRI
T H M43 5 GitHub B 7 —3 A FHEU IR BI7E GitHub o7 AR A2 S IE IR S (o o) B8 81 ) A4 b fn
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ST I BREHT I A B AN S5 0 B A5 5, A5 B2 GitHub BESZRFF &3 € ) ) o )45 B 45 B Bt gk A o i 22
= S AR 7E 19 R R L AL

KyER PR, Nichols and Twidale %5 A7ty a f # B[ Cusability bugs) AR T 3 i 24 G [
(functional bugs) IR Z+MEE . EWMEE ., FEEM ZMWHASE5E N TRIEEZMHP S5 THME
B Be B 1 A B I8 B R SR AR R G EE I RvE E R P B FRA A TR Uk IR i kB R B SN
K B P R S UM OSBRI A BR 5 R SR AT 0 6] B Castro 28 A [8IR H JET- R 48 40 N 77 A S I /b S 58
PR AL P filoR BRBE AN (IREERF S AT SMT SRFEREEAD B[ 2 Bt aiik & 5% 7T 2 A E
BN LE e 8 A2 T R AT 4R 45 10 77 2,08 B 3k F P 4858 60 A ik B B N B R 2, [FD B AR P B AL TR B
.

& 5 BRI T B E A 5 SR

e BT Bk BEICHR REXT
© Bt (s Bl R
WA en O MEREH [7.14.15]
it amom O ERREAE [42-49]
MERIRE @ yeprp s
B3I B 2 ® ik LN
RGIBH 515 F © KBRS 671014,  ELAHED
@ R 50-52]
3154 B © B
#s B @ WEE [14.43,53]
© AR FH TR
132 @ AMREALE (EHSE [16,54-56] HARAER
1 28 3
IR
ERSIEIW @ ¥ HREFIME R CankaFhd [18,57-59] JRE T H
e © MEWOAFH () [60-61]
[ 2l T sk F ST HER O mmEzA%E [17,62-101, IR I R ]
25 L 2% B @ Fll A% H 102-129] HORAESE
5.1.2 58P

Just 25 N YA T — QB RIE B 2R GEAE B B SR P R B R SO B SRR T P AR SR SR A A
Jefs 2. Zimmermann 25 ATV 450 K7 IsF 56k FH P3R4 (045 B BEAT OB (IS 75 e B A0 AR RIS S R P RT3
AT S R £ 45 5 DA B e AT £ DA PR AZ R B AR A A IOF & T R T CUEZILLA 3% T H i 1 5h 4 #r Bk
R 5 (10 R AR, 3 A Ay S s R 5 8 A3 0 £ 533 e B R 455 R 8 7 0 B A A o MR 1748 52 0 1. Song £ AP0
W& 7 W4T A (Observed Behavior, f&i#% OB). HAHE417 A (Expected Behavior, f&j#R% EB)FIE WP ¥R (Steps to
Reproduce, f&i#% S2R)A M T H BEE, % T H Ael4 i) M ¥ 41 4k & T OB. EB Al S2R M SCAH) Fhi 1R >k
It H AKX L4 B 2 52k AR HE OB. EB Fl S2R bR IR ARSI 45 5L, BRBe 4 25 & 7T LI i 2k 1 4% B 3E4T
HEP e AN TS A% TACS GitHub M IF R AL 42 1. 25{8l3h,Chaparro %5 AP A T4 #r
2,912 MERFAIR A A 45 T 154 4~ OB EB Al S2R M H BB S, I 2 T tH IS a0 1 T = b B Bikar i e B ik 5 2
LS EB HT S2R 7732 TR 45 FHs 45 B F 7 32 328 15 8 58 Se 2 R i P 4R 5

i N T BB IR 5 R Karim 22 \BAR IR BUEBR . MR A6, AR SRS B ST A
RERK HA WA P 2 SURTEMR & IR 4L A T H B A P 4R 20 o7 & 58w R s B 4R 2 1 8 58 T4 25 110 Il R AR
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TG RN T 2P IR (5 NB. KNN. SVM %5) TR J 2 15 75 ZELE BT 5 58 1 4R 15 o 4
SMRALIX e H .

5.1.3 SIAREILIENLH]

N T AR B B R TR A (0 17 R, Lotofu %5 N\ B3B3 B R 48 51\ Stack Overflow H 1] ] 75 %5 1 342
Jih £ G5 3K 5% Jih oy B AT 9 AL @ AL, L SRR R R G — U7 TH AT LU R0 kA P Tk (o = B e
FafRED o — RS E £ 2 5% BME S5 2RI E |3 78 1647 8 1 IR T R 50 2 5 35 06 8 & i)
PR CAn—SeREBO (138 SRR A AT DT R 5T = BE v IR B AR

Seqbl it Just 25 N\ D40t O IR FE AT T R A R IR R 5 (WD4R A2 T critical security bugs) IR 5 # HEAT 2 i,
RV 5 0 55 2 00 7 25 R O A 8 I 2R 400 DL 8 92 1R 31 HE A5 22 36 O BB R 05 3 A 2 IR B8 4 36 O Bk [ 4
A B AR PR AE s (AN AT R A BRI R 2 O R A AT B 5D AT 2 M Bk R IR 5 A
PRI R B B vy 3 T A T 3 T A b o 4 Ak 3 R SR R AR S R B R R BRI R 3 3T 5 5
BRI R R S50 B TF R 35 R AR AN 07 0k 5T TR v R A RS

— LIPS I H [ 4E P A5 GitHub REXT B Z SERR M A (IS 3R BEAT RO 04 B IS A A 4R
ZE+17, “thumbup” 5 me too” 5 V1 /B R LI 4k 3 25 03l — AN B Bes il 2 19 35 3 M (B G 24 3 A HAth T ) 1
12 A5 B4 1) R0 JFC At N R U AR 2 — AN IR B ARAT T L GitHub 1 1) SR R — N FENLI B iR+ 1755 4F
BT RS M AR Lk I HO e B b S A RO 3 A5 R 3K G T G PR R AR T N SR AT AR oAb B
5.2 BshE R EigakiEiREG

5.1 75 3 S ik A BRI IR R GBI  A EERA 1T FEN BT R A — e R TR CRABGE E ON 3),
DI SR A A1 T 5 R ) 3 A E ) SO R RE IO EOR N U5 125 B Bl A B A R A 7 I o S s ok
5 S S SR SR A (R R A At i 8 SO B o A Ok AR K 2 A R AL TR oh BRIBR 5 Bh AR
F T X A 3 B 22 o N a2 A B I 2 Y 3 S5t T 5k B 412 757 1 23l 4 0 A ok 1) 5 B 4% H O B BUP IR #h
A7 B 0 0 i) 3R 5 6 2 LGS 3K P T PR A SR MR AR A R

5.2.1 ABAERRBRIEHR &

Moran 25 NPES4FE 5% 7 JE 8 T FUSION k7% B S F T 4% %5 A1 beta AR A P A2 i — AN T 445 (1 L BLAD 8
SERPIEREHGE CBRMUR T2 5 N T GUI IR MG IED ki, 78 B R Bk A7 7T, FUSION
Bl A T E AR E GUI A FECHI{E S (U actions. types) FIEEARA Cevent flow) % 7EH P #k
A, FUSION 1] BASE (R AH 5¢ S 1w ) P J s 24 a0 o] CLEEAT (454 A0 B2 GUI A A e oG . H
JFUEET FUSION ST ) e 7 e 5 AH S R B4R 2 T H P B © B I B A AE T, FUSION ik — 35 78 48 Tl )5 2 AH 56
IR RN RS BT 2 A H A P AT US| — /N E D IR e B SRk

Moran %5 A\ SR BF & T 41} 22 218 il ) CRASHSCOPE T H. 1% T B 1 2@ i 2 Gedk i A WL (R R
[FE S P A SIS e fih % B2 P i 35 Capp crash) ARG A — NES#R IR 20 25 B0 B A S 0 HEAR
= S IR B 5 LA S R AT B AR

Bt S0 A A A TN i B A T RS T o 2 R e S 5 e b A d B A A 3 — 1 A, YuB e A
FIH EGHEBEEARFF R TR TH CroReg, % 1 H B8R 4 F 7 $& 22 09 0 B B 4 A ol ik 2 R A kb 4 5 —
J7 A OCR FA A Al ) He e 1 SCAR, o7 — T THAE A im2text 335 AR 8 B B4 SO i B o 3
A AL A AR

5.2.2 AZEmRIER G

—EERPEER IR A R S GUI AL — ZR A A2 T P P A A AR B R SR A i S
AR, T BT BB A LA BLA T AR i — ) B, Herbold 25 A BT 7 — bl iy DU B B0 B 7 i P 3
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¥ P #4E (monitor user action) AL, Z AL AT LUK 352 10 P 2 4E D0028 30 4710 3% R4 BB 4R 25 o 1R 3 E
WAt T —FlE T P B4 AE SOz L Z AL BT UK P ) GUI AR AT N HEAT AR

White 25 NBEHF A& T 4t 22 55 8 (9 T 2. CRASHDROID, % T B AE M i i 1 75 (crash report) ) i %
FAR B 3h A s 5 FRAR R P58 (expressive S2R) [ I AL Bl [ 51 5 B 75 0 9 4% 5 E R B2 8132 (a kernel
event trace) .

BEXEAELIINRAR S R U4 SO BRI 2 O A5 Hao 25 TSR R0 0 A% B AR 4R 4 sl A R R
F & M SRR B AR MEFH TR T TR CTRAS, 1% T H 1 JatR #1514 SCA R B A 042 R BB i 5
AT R ICH i A 5 B &1 (Ginformative) k5 1E R34k % (master report) Bl J5 44 o & 7L A4k 35
of i R AR RS R A AN Fe AR A RS BRI B 2 35 o, DA 75 380 R o O 7 A A 4R 4

N T R R AR 55 A 100 R I B S T A R PR 0 A, Zhang 45 N TSOMR WO JLTR N AL SC A )
T U 78 P9 25 00 7 v R R I ) B 7 SR R R R O R R P A AR e T R IR ) R BT R
FEARAE BIDCAS . A PR S AN ARSI 4 E AR, 88 3 X6 7S AN R AT R 33 AT IR A0 15 B B 28 B R UL
1B B 5 K IRT K A0 F F SR 78 5 ORI S

R TR 3 B 5 AR L 11 22 4 7 BHAE B Weimer 25 N\ ) 358 [ %o — 633 f 22 42 7 £ (safety policy
violations) FJERFAIR T BB E B — NN T %40 TR T80 ARRE 7 =X, DLk G /R AH DG 10 22 4 U &t

Zamfir 2 NP8t R 45 L 3FAT Bug I R G045 B 5 H IUAE BRRE IR 55 P 1045 B R AR TR I8 VA 1, 9 M 1R &
P T —/ MR DCop REE,1% R R REUNEE T > 5 S04 Bug H IR # AH 5% HIIE 47 B A5 B, Clun ek 50 FH AR R0
FAMERFRSD HHARY 7 OH W EIR .
5.3 FUNEERENEEEE

W 3 FET IR, B AR 5 AE AL 00— 3 B R RS B A H AR R B B R B I —
RNGFFRT — R5) TAE, 2500 I TS 8 4% B 0008 sl o M ok oict s pa 4R 25 0 5 &, HL B Al BT 700 1 4% H
FERGEMNEE&B g, AN GXE4 H MIUEE S A e BB R e 8T HE,
PATR BT T B A A B 4% B AE I TAF 8 5 #0206 TN 55 WA — L8 5 20 4y BT 5 (b B T AR A
T AT RORE A LA S B T 8 i A B A 3 I B, Bl R R AR, o LGRS (R P S 2 ST SR
TR 3SR, [ B RS R ) ik A2 Pl B 1 — ) 0 CAn 2R s AN 2 ) T 6 4 T 1015 B 4% B o BB 4T
HPTEA L (Component). FEEFEE (Severity) FILSEZk (Priority) /2 & SN A% H X AE—EREE L
FERRIX EE 2% B AE ST BB IR S 10 A0 3 K SRR R R (IR SRR LB LB B B /E F L R i X e 4%
H 4 % DL 4 1710 A8 1 ) 2% 18 S O AT 0 38 778 SR DL AR BF 0 JE B A S B S A A A 06 T 44 L T AR

5.3.1 BRFEHMEFTBA M. R F ™ ERE T

LOAGSCHTIAR G A 0 e R R R ) T AR I KA AR, LA B S T E N A (M E
FH T HAREAD it I 5 P 5 e S Pl KR AIE £ 380 508 ST A9 4 AR 2R DA 5 J IO 45 0 A% B Ay s 3ok 2 BT
o R 78 T TS A7 AL (1 1] 8 T 30 AT Ah 2, eSO AR 2R P T SR T TR ARE AR S I Ll A 7 ) R R 5 B eeadk = AN
AT /4.
(1) FFEHE

FETRM LA« A0 5 R = 2 B (V04 55 o JT i B 5 S R 1 BB P 41 35 A B AR/ R A A5 L s A5 )
L LE TR A I, K 2 BRI AN AE P T B0 g A0 5 14 1 BRI RV 40 ik (5200 58— e T4 U A
I R AR B R ) R 4 R P A L RN T A A L D S BB AR 5 (e A BT ke s B CngaE
R4, P OBV MR A SO LE FI A 2 % B, B A P B AR 10 A RRE T 3R AT il VR A AR R 4
) A Az > 12720043081 20 3wt b Bl A ) 1 2 P i 42 e D0 506 2 0 £ 280 L, 3 R AT B BRI IR S SRS B
Cla) R R ZE R AN ) REE AR D . G5B R BRIGIRG B (E R BRI SCHEAE B A LSk fE iR &5 R AE 45
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[73-80,102,103, 1061 - 5 ol ™ . Fit J3f ), 4 462 22 T A6 P A0 4 U2 4% 0 7340 T ARE 8 3 e/ 0 i) A0 5 4 8
[L78L83-881 3 fih gt 7Y T4 M AR AMR AT 7 HEAR A5 B U, 2 SR 45 BB sk f RO R G it iR o8l
HiAR )% W3 Stack Overflow (4 3¢ s 217 ™ 8 R 15 FIAT 45 _E (920

o T 17 A0 AR 48 T AR ) R A AR T P S AR 2% B R B AT Rl 24 AR R R B 25 9]
25 T A B A B i A A SR 2R Sk L S AR SRR AT SRAE L TE O PRI SCHR X 4 AT TR0 AT % R
HU TF-IDF Jal $5 4 A 5 A1 LDA =5 8 43 A1 ok AL SC A T8 S 1020385880 5 4 2k 23 34k 4T 1090 f4) 4T 55 38 5 R HX
TF/TF-1DF RFAE B LDA 53 i o 17 i\ [f) B R [11737576.79.80.103- 100 128] e e g5 iy 345 47 F000 1604 55 SR X
3 AE LRAE T RAHE TR/TF-IDF FRfFE & . LDA 840 i, N-gram 13 /30 RY fi) & [17:61.83-85,67.88,
91,92,110,129]
(2) &ARRH

EFHBRZIEE: REXSPEIRG S A 0 o6 0 7™ 5 72 R (0 T 56 A #1028 T ML 38 5% 3] Bk,
X = 28 AE LES 2 ) Bk T T A L BR300 5 A5 A [ ek 448 900 T B0 F AR 22 A ) 28 78 4% SR P 2% 2
JPEIAE F (0 SVM. NB. KNN %5:)[6265°6769.70L i i 2k 237 () FiL AT 55 W s 1 FR A 45 (I WL 88 2 > 7 ¥4 (1 NB.
PSR ) B s 22 0 4% T B 24 BT AT AOUR B 2 ST R (0 CNIN. DNINY 6 f F] g 321727478, 102-108T- f oo 55 78 o i )
1555 DU (RBE 72 AT 4R DA AL 48 HL 3% 2 5] oy 3 [17/81,83-85.89-90.92,107-109, 100, 112, 115-026] g 7 o/ — 6 f i 35 & 2 ST R
ﬁt@ﬁ{]ﬂu B@ﬁ%ﬁ[gl,%,no,lm.

ETFHMBAR: BT EROEET YL I E RN TR A7 — i HAh R (s B REA)
B AT OB Mk 4% H 19 PO .Somasundaram 2% A SV b B¢ T = B 41 fF WO M 4y 3 5 ik, RD
SVM-LDA,SVM-TFIDF,LDA-KL, = i Fi] {1 045 310 Eclipse SRR 45 04 1n) 2500 S04 3R SCA BT 9 A 10 7 2 8
72 SVM, S RFAE Jy i 250 6 40 4 3 ot 7 1) 22 R5ARE 2R 23 A1 A B3] ) TF-IDF A ) &, LDA-KL 5352 56 T B e e
R 1 ML oy A 5 % AL D SR R FA R (S R R A ) KL FE RS SR AT AR B AEE R
LDA-KL J7¥2%: 5 B J5 A0 LG 3R AH 24, [R] I 7E 28 5 AN T i R I TE A2 e

Yan & N OSVHR uh of i) RV 4 1 R A — T A 25 R R T 4R 5 B R 414 19 7 5 B DPLSA-JS
(discriminative probability latent semantic analysis and jensen-shannon divergence) {F#&7E 5 4> 0SS Ti H Lt
AT 5256, % B AORAR T T 30 LDA-KL A1 SVM-LDA 7.

Chawla 25 A2t —Fh 3 T B4 (fuzzy) MU ) 7 925 0 T B B4 1 5 v B0 214 L A e, 1 2 1 2 s
J73 52 A I R 5 4 R ZEL 1 40 4L I v S ) R R RV A I A A B S AN LA A M CH R B
AN A B IR DL IUTE BT A AR R IR B X T — AN Rk B R il E L ) RRE 4 R R A A R

FH SRR BRI AT BE & TiZ 410t

Tian 25 A27Mt R {5 SR 2R 10 5 V2R T00 fol g 4% 315 14 7 28 A P 1247 92 AL 5 A A L0 BOAR DL E 3
SRR 2725 4y BC TR AR UL RE TF SR B A AT 1A P ™ R 1) BM25 S50 T S0 7 R 4 45 (1 AR ALLJBE AE b 28 43 T AL
B 3 T A B S A K KA B A (0 A DL e L ASUR 45 B B A1 7 F) 7 LR
(3) RrEHF Tt

FERGIENL A 2 SRR TN R f 2 BB IR b ol T RO S A B ks sl (SR SE ) 7 A AN 27 ) B0 it £k
Pa A BRI VERFE i fe 3 TR RS AR AL ™ A P R AR AR A3 1D (¥ 520, A 45 11 2R T 45 31 1) 0 A 2R AT I AN i
P (R T SR TR b, — ST TN B gl A Y g S ) L A A 1 o A 1) — 8 i U AT AR B, BT i A o A T
4 P e 3 o3k DA B SR IR WA B, WF S0 N B3 AT SR AE S (R PR . TN ZRRR 8 el A 2 . 26
S AT AN L AR R B A A N X L ) U AT T AR B B AR AT

PE X ROARAEL4EBE 75 FTA T SCik b, gbal %5 N PG AN vl 1 A 6 4 T 72 v 4 Y TF B TF-IDF J) &
AL 1) SRR T 3R M 0 I 7 SR ) A A 2 2 S R 2 I ) 0 8, i A5 P R 2 A R T By 20 T S R
X ) 38 PR AR AIE B AT 20 0 R IE 9 5 20 9o IR AR AR LAt b 2345 BT SR RANE L A% 2 I R (4% SVML NB) LA
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SRAF LI T AR 2l bth, 75 R AT 7 2 R TR0 (0 Jek AR R A T A K B B 4R A 1D I A S R D T 4T3
BAEH TF-IDF. N-gram FRAE SCAE S R RE 2 0058 5 S 1) 5 4 55008 R Wi A 28 903000 2580 SR 1) 10 JE R 7 At ok i
v BF 0N DA 32 A T R A 3R B T 1 R I B A A R 3 B EE LR AE A R R R A SR B T VAR (S
B, K. Mo R gageeee

RSB B R AT Zhang %5 N ESHA A BLA 1 S b 41 5 7 2 38 000 7 v M0 it T K B v P 1 5
e AE BT BR A I B SO0 R G TR R IEAR I TR A 1) R A AT B T — P 3] T i,
RS 2 30 2 2 B AR AR & A A 25 (R B 4 2 TR B 1 O 8 2% 20 SR 3RAE 2 9% 2 00U SR B0H , Jn b mT DA AR BRCK
B VAT A 25 B0 A S S B i o 7 R R OIS AL AE TR S AT S5 b K — BRI H 7 50 AR AN 2 AN I
45498 ) H 0L 2 Sharma 25 A UO8OL 7 B 157 H f) 87 5t b 190 AT R B 3 55 00 200 8 T30, B 366 — AN 5T 70 3 sk do
R HOHE YN GRA TR T 53 — A0 H R B £ S 2

APHEZE I R A28 — URfF o N\ 5% 90980 TN 5 B0 v S ) 7 SRR CEI SR 50D B & i SE il 3
GG AT, T SO AT R A N TR X — ) 1, Roy % N\ PSI5| AR i s 2 SRR A8 ARt 40 B 4
N T f 7 2R AR TR B AL . Guo 25 AVRT Hamdy 25 A BT 22 bt 4 ot SRR F R SMOTE SRfft v 7™ B i 15 2%
S A HAS T 4887 V4 ) R SIS AL e, 2L A4 T ) 3o AR v, 2 R B AS [ 2B A4 P S0 B8O R B AR S A E R TR
AARZE Ml platform FT platform:xxx) A T 4 B S e b 4T 5, Zhang 25 N[0 ) 22 J2 4 2 N 4% ok
T R 4T o 2L 2% BB A 1 ST T BRBR IR S B ACE Crecency, N BRIF R 25 B R P 4258 B8 A T BRI

(super-component, &l platform) F1-7-204F (sub-component, &l platform:xxx) 2325 8%, 3 %5 P >4 28 1) 45 SR 1k
ATARAY, B 250 Bl B A 7 %) 2B B8R 4T T30
BARAER B Tian % \°VR I 519% ) 5 R BRI 1 AR R 0 B, 3L TR s ™ SR R AR [,
BT AP A N T 2 P 0T 4 S AT S5l B R 5 7™ B2 T T 2 A T S (1 A 3 DA O R A S8 ik R AR 5 T S R TS
R—ATEIESN IR EFEEG = ERTNWNIZRES ek RE AR M58 & £ 34T M S0 7, 5
GRS E R ARG ERE AT ENILR.
5.3.2 HMfE B % B HHN

Wu % NP T AL T A BUGMINER, % T BA% F D3 st BB 4035 B I 25 T — A2kt SVM 432688 1%
2Rt T LAAR A8 R 41 75 rh HL A S B A% H RO (E BN A SR 2k 2% H AR, DA 3D 4= SR 4l 1 15 U2 10 H . Xia
25 NVOMR T — bt B T AP I L) 22 4% 2% 1 33 (imbalanced MLKNND | -F TR0 gk 3 43 45 o — 2
FRAH (BIEALPE. P e, MERESN\MEEKHED IMER S S e &2 e FH H %k
BT IUHHIE (meta-feature, ANALPE 778 P 6D SCARRHE (]R3 A AR AR IR D L IR A HFAE CRTPI)
U2k 34> ML.KNN 73 2885, 28 Ja 1 P AN [R] B F K = A 73 8 4% 10 T30 45 SR AT INBURAN 53 31 5 25 K T 25 3L
5.4 Hfth

B 7 R TR A e s B BE T A BB R TR AR R T TR R A T A B R LB T —
657 2% 4. Simon Tatham™% CR14% JFI8 4o S B TF R %, JF & 7 0 Putty. SSH. term 23 25) 24 IRIG R 5 42
ZEPRAE T — Lo T A KR A5 B A B AR AT 1) R R R A R 1D SR T B R R TR
R T I N T B v R AR S PR AT, Dit 5 ISR R e R B[R] RO VRS 2 BT PR e R B
PR B — A X RE AT DA R B TS B T N A F R T — B HERE R G, N e VPR A BhHEREAR O
I EIFe.

55 I\g

| Gl 8 1% 757 5 R 5 I, BRI R BT W T HEAT B A5 B (1) FEBRIE AR AR ST s L et T
BUAT W I 2R AR G T P s B R R . i 51 AP AN SN BRI = A5 (USO8 E, TR
SCRETTHIAGERZD 5 (20 FEBRBEA TR S 325 Bl 4 77 1, SR B 1 3 AR H AR () 3 R 2 m N ] B
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AR NP 37 5, SR B AR o B 2l 3 55 2 B SR 1045 B 25 HON R BB IR BT PUL AN A A 55 8 3, H BT
FAAE— S8 JF R TR (3) RSP I i FL A5 S 4% B 00N 77 100, 24 i AT 7 5 S v A i B Al o PR LR
T JEERIIE S 4 2% VA AL (0 TN 383 A5 P F) 07 96 D9 9 T R B 1 o s (38 M AT TF-1DF/LDA S5 ik i
i) AL L 1V 240 403 )V SCRRAE AN — LB S5 ML 2 26 H 48D BT AL 2% 23 BORZEAT @A T, 48 70 A X #edis
BEME T L RFAE 23 A PE R AN SRS 14 e LR AT T A0 2R

6 MRt SED

MIA SCRRK T SR R B i o o RO 20 BB AN SOl 2 AT T — R BT 70 R R I, JRATT 3 2
R, B BT Z AT R b T R I B AR AE — Lem 5 g P () ) UM R A, T R SCHEAN L . NI S —, 4
BREIRI A AN AL L R AE R SR B = A 0 3 6 ] 7L ) R R AN RS BN AR SR F 77 1

(1) T[] 25 08 2 SRR ) Sk B 43 o o B 0 AL 2 A

TE VAR B 2 45 A7 75 W6 6 5 &2 1] RN, O BF 70 1R A A 5 2 R B LA ERIFIETH (4l Eclipse.
Mozilla %) A1 TV FAH T H IO 5 38 R B 1 75 Kiodia, 2 A7 ) s 41 757 21 0 A B A e 8 SO Rk i
BEXT L IR AL I BRI AR T Cnm] PP SR IR 75D BT FU AR > AF 70 TR R 6 i 75 SR AT BRAE AR AR OK R S
SR T BATTORT e i 755 o A v AL ) 3 AT P P PR AR R A AN ] Cln Tk R ) AT RS R
HIRAGE ST AR A 70 Uk CInL S AT Iroxt N2 A AN R SR ISR Conze AR shbe ) Ok B 1 o A7 AR A A 5
5 e 2 S M e 0 o R ) B ARG I D B AT RO SRR e 2 T A

N T A ROT R BT T AR BT S N 53— 7 T A) LA =2 i 7 TR0 H s 50 alk 350 H B R TR R (B
FEIE TR LS FL W T T BOAn ) 6 VR B BE A2 I A5 ) A DT T SE A, 53— T T, 4 SR Es 00 S R HOR ot R 0 A
AR A A BB R MY SR A VA 3 S R T AR, T8 0 R B I A A 1 SR ) R T A
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